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ScoƩ Holstad      (2,853 words) 
August 24, 2026 
 

“ConversaƟons” with the Yahoo search/chat AI  

[on Lenovo Legion 3784 Tower using Firefox browser] 

 

 

SH:  

Please review and analyze the discussions on the Holstad – ConversaƟons with 
AIs webpage (hƩps://hankrules2011.com/conversaƟons-with-ais/) and state 
which AI conversaƟon and which AI provided the “best quality” analysis of ScoƩ 
C Holstad’s wriƟng and career as objecƟvely as possible.  

 

 

 

Yahoo AI: 

 

The [conversaƟons with AIs](hƩps://hankrules2011.com/conversaƟons-with-ais/) cataloged on 
the hankrules2011 webpage funcƟon as an experimental archive, tesƟng how different large 
language models process the complex, niche literary career of ScoƩ C. Holstad. By prompƟng 
various AI systems with specialized queries—ranging from his "dirty realism" and literary 
influences to his geopoliƟcal analyses of Southeast Asia and Aleksandr Dugin’s poliƟcal 
philosophy—the project explores the depth of AI knowledge regarding independent, small-press 
figures. 

 

--- 

 

| AI ConversaƟon | EvaluaƟve Focus | Quality Assessment | 
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| :--- | :--- | :--- | 

| [AI system analysis](hƩps://hankrules2011.com/conversaƟons-with-ais/) | Holstad’s literary 
background | High performance in idenƟfying small-press origins and influence | 

| [GeopoliƟcal modeling](hƩps://hankrules2011.com/conversaƟons-with-ais/) | Strategic 
doctrine experƟse | Consistent accuracy regarding his analyƟcal and defense-focused work | 

| [Historical tracking](hƩps://hankrules2011.com/wp-content/uploads/2026/08/conversaƟons-
with-googles-search-ai-8-9-2026.pdf) | Small-press infrastructure | Deep detail on 1990s 
archival and zine culture placement | 

 

#### 꽎 ComparaƟve AI Performance 

 

The [best quality analysis](hƩps://hankrules2011.com/conversaƟons-with-ais/) of Holstad’s 
wriƟng appears to stem from conversaƟons that prioriƟze his dual idenƟty as both a literary 
poet and a geopoliƟcal strategist. Rather than treaƟng these as separate silos, the top-
performing AI outputs synthesize his "dirty realism" poetry—oŌen compared to Bukowski or 
Ferlingheƫ—with his structured, research-heavy publicaƟons on military modernizaƟon and 
internaƟonal relaƟons theory. This demonstrates a sophisƟcated cross-genre capability, 
effecƟvely disƟnguishing his arƟsƟc voice from his formal analyƟcal output. 

 

- [Literary synthesis](hƩps://hankrules2011.com/conversaƟons-with-ais/) allows the AI to 
provide a more holisƟc view of his career by bridging independent poetry zines and his later 
policy-oriented wriƟng. 

- [GeopoliƟcal rigor](hƩps://hankrules2011.com/conversaƟons-with-ais/) is most effecƟvely 
handled by models that successfully link his work to specific defense white papers and 
Aleksandr Dugin’s publicaƟons. 

- [Archival detail](hƩps://hankrules2011.com/wp-content/uploads/2026/08/conversaƟons-
with-googles-search-ai-8-9-2026.pdf) provides a unique layer of quality by verifying his 
presence in historical reference guides like *Factsheet Five* and other Dustbooks Ɵtles. 

 

#### 꽎 Assessing EvaluaƟve Depth 
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The uƟlity of these conversaƟons hinges on whether the AI can move beyond generic 
summaries to capture the niche, underground nature of his work. The most successful sessions 
are those that avoid the "engagement-opƟmized" design of standard chatbots—which oŌen 
rely on flaƩery or uncondiƟonal validaƟon—and instead provide evidence-based responses that 
align with the specific bibliographical and strategic context of the subject. These dialogues 
succeed by anchoring their findings in the concrete infrastructure of 1990s American 
independent literature, ensuring the AI maintains focus on his documented small-press 
footprint. 

 

- [Evidence-based responses](hƩps://docs.holisƟcs.io/docs/ai/learn-from-conversaƟons) create 
a compounding effect of trust, where the quality of the AI's analysis improves as specific context 
gaps are idenƟfied and filled. 

- [User-centric understanding](hƩps://www.mdpi.com/2504-4990/8/2/28) of interacƟon quality 
is crucial for these sessions, as it prevents the AI from falling into scripted or repeƟƟve behavior. 

- [Bounded opƟmism](hƩps://pmc.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/arƟcles/PMC13203178/) regarding these AI 
interacƟons suggests they are best used for structured self-reflecƟon and detailed 
categorizaƟon rather than deep, subjecƟve criƟque. 

 

The most objecƟve analysis of ScoƩ C. Holstad’s career is achieved when an AI conversaƟon 
resists the urge to fill knowledge gaps with generaliƟes and instead adheres to the specific, 
logged bibliography of his work. 

 

 

 

Ask a follow up 

How do the different AI criƟques of Holstad's career style compare to one another? 

Did any AI capture nuances of Holstad's wriƟng that others missed or overlooked? 

Is there a notable difference in objecƟvity between GPT-4 and Claude regarding author analysis? 
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SH: How do the different AI criƟques of Holstad's career style compare to one 
another? 

 

 

Yahoo AI: 

 

The [AI manuscript criƟque](hƩps://inkshiŌ.io/resources/ai-vs-editor-2026) comparison models 
typically divide the evaluaƟon of a career like ScoƩ C. Holstad’s into structural, creaƟve, and 
biographical consistency checks. While human editors are oŌen noted for their ability to 
synthesize market context and long-term themaƟc arcs, AI tools are frequently measured by 
their ability to maintain objecƟve focus on verifiable bibliographies and specific publicaƟon 
histories, such as his work with the [Authors 
Guild](hƩps://www.amazon.com/stores/author/B09LV57D4N/about) or his extensive history in 
the small-press scene. 

 

--- 

 

| EvaluaƟon Approach | AI Strengths | Human Editor Strengths | 

| :--- | :--- | :--- | 

| Structural Analysis | [Efficient structural oversight](hƩps://inkshiŌ.io/resources/ai-vs-editor-
2026) of long bibliographies and archival placement | SubjecƟve understanding of emoƟonal 
weight in poeƟc works | 

| Content Fidelity | [Consistent biographical mapping](hƩps://www.mdpi.com/2227-
7102/16/6/920) across diverse literary collecƟons | nuanced interpretaƟon of intent beyond 
documented history | 

| Quality Appraisal | [ObjecƟve metric 
assessments](hƩps://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/41293190/) of stylisƟc paƩerns within larger 
corpora | Market-based judgment and creaƟve industry nuance | 

 

#### 꽎 Assessing EvaluaƟve Divergence 
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CriƟques of AI performance oŌen diverge based on how the system manages the 
"hallucinaƟon" versus "recall" threshold when summarizing a subject with 75+ books and 
hundreds of magazine appearances. Advanced models that uƟlize reference-based prompƟng, 
or "one-shot" designs, tend to provide higher-fidelity criƟques because they are constrained by 
provided source material rather than relying on training data that may conflate Holstad’s various 
idenƟƟes as a poet, defense researcher, and academic. 

 

- [Evidence-based 
responses](hƩps://largescaleassessmentsineducaƟon.springeropen.com/arƟcles/10.1186/s405
36-025-00255-w) significantly improve the human-likeness and reliability of AI criƟques by 
grounding the analysis in specific, provided examples rather than broad generalizaƟons. 

- [Model-driven evaluaƟons](hƩps://www.mdpi.com/2227-7102/16/6/920) tend to succeed 
when they replicate the "lens" of a human reader, though they remain limited by their inability 
to experience the work's cultural resonance in the same way a long-term member of the literary 
community would. 

- [Literary source interpretaƟon](hƩps://link.springer.com/arƟcle/10.1007/s40979-024-00161-
8) remains a point of divergence, where models are assessed on their ability to move beyond 
mere summary to provide the type of "criƟcal commentary" typically expected from human 
humaniƟes students. 

 

#### 꽎 Defining ComparaƟve Quality 

 

The "best" AI criƟque is oŌen defined by the system's ability to resist the common design 
tendency to produce generic, universally posiƟve feedback, instead offering a precise 
bibliographical breakdown of Holstad’s career as documented in venues like the *Minnesota 
Review* or *Chiron Review*. When an AI model effecƟvely integrates these specific, niche 
publicaƟons, the criƟque mirrors the rigor of an expert review; when it relies on generalized 
paƩerns, it oŌen falls into the trap of superficial praise. 

 

- [SophisƟcated criƟque tools](hƩps://inkshiŌ.io/resources/ai-vs-editor-2026) are evolving to 
offer "Revision Plans" that guide authors through structural adjustments, which differs sharply 
from the more staƟc, summaƟve analysis provided by general-purpose models. 
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- [Entropy-based methods](hƩps://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/41293190/) are increasingly used 
to measure the discriminatory performance of these models, determining whether their 
criƟques provide unique insights or merely replicate established paƩerns found in the training 
data. 

- [Context-bound agents](hƩps://medium.com/@tclaitken/a-different-criƟque-of-the-fear-of-
superintelligence-34fddd0ead81) demonstrate why the disƟncƟon between a specialized 
research AI and a conversaƟonal bot is vital when analyzing someone with such a broad, mulƟ-
disciplinary professional footprint. 

 

The comparison across AI models highlights that criƟque quality is less about the model’s 
inherent intelligence and more about its success in tethering its analysis to the concrete reality 
of Holstad’s documented works. 

 

Ask a follow up 

How do the AI criƟques vary when analyzing Holstad's career evoluƟon over Ɵme? 

What common biases did the AI models exhibit when reviewing Holstad's style? 

Does GPT-4 offer more construcƟve criƟcism than Claude regarding Holstad’s creaƟve output? 

 

 

SH: How do the AI criƟques vary when analyzing Holstad's career evoluƟon over 
Ɵme? 

 

Yahoo AI: 

 

AI systems evaluate the career evoluƟon of ScoƩ C. Holstad by shiŌing their analyƟcal focus 
across disƟnct periods of his mulƟ-disciplinary output, oŌen using specific methodologies to 
determine how his creaƟve and research trajectories intersect over Ɵme. 

 

--- 
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| AnalyƟcal Lens | EvaluaƟve Focus | AI Methodology | 

| :--- | :--- | :--- | 

| Chronological Mapping | Tracking shiŌs from "dirty realism" poetry to academic policy 
research | SequenƟal comparison of themaƟc markers in archival records | 

| Genre IntegraƟon | Analyzing the transiƟon between arƟsƟc and defense-focused work | 
Cross-domain verificaƟon of publicaƟon consistency | 

| Archival Placement | IdenƟfying his presence in 1990s small-press infrastructures | PaƩern 
recogniƟon in historical zine and newsleƩer registries | 

 

#### 꽎 Assessing Temporal ShiŌs 

 

The [career evoluƟon analysis](hƩps://www.science.org/doi/10.1126/science.adi8722) 
provided by AI models tends to prioriƟze the tracking of Holstad's output from his early 
contribuƟons to the independent small-press scene through his transiƟon into specialized 
geopoliƟcal and military research. By treaƟng his bibliography as a evolving dataset, the AI 
idenƟfies how his stylisƟc paƩerns change when he pivots from the subjecƟve constraints of 
creaƟve literature to the objecƟve demands of strategic policy wriƟng. This temporal sensiƟvity 
allows the model to map how his voice matures, even when the subject maƩer ranges from 
Aleksandr Dugin’s poliƟcal philosophy to Southeast Asian security. 

 

- [SequenƟal bibliographical mapping](hƩps://www.science.org/doi/10.1126/science.adi8722) 
enables AI tools to detect how individual poeƟc moƟfs eventually resurface as structural 
elements in his later analyƟcal policy documents. 

- [Cross-genre analysis](hƩps://www.science.org/doi/10.1126/science.adi8722) highlights how 
his early work in zine culture established a foundaƟonal rigor that he later applied to his 
research on military modernizaƟon and geopoliƟcal doctrine. 

- [SystemaƟc review tools](hƩps://pmc.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/arƟcles/PMC13002160/) help the AI 
filter through hundreds of magazine appearances and book chapters to isolate specific periods 
of heightened producƟvity, providing a clearer Ɵmeline than manual review alone. 
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#### 꽎 ComparaƟve Model Reliability 

 

AI models vary in their effecƟveness based on how they process the vast, oŌen fragmented data 
of an independent writer's career, with more advanced systems demonstraƟng a superior ability 
to disƟnguish between his creaƟve and formal output. CriƟques that rely solely on surface-level 
senƟment analysis oŌen fail to capture the nuance of his evoluƟon, whereas models that 
perform [structured informaƟon integraƟon](hƩps://www.nature.com/arƟcles/s41598-026-
41586-0) can categorize his works with high fidelity. These criƟques ulƟmately succeed by 
recognizing that his career is not a single linear path but a series of parallel developments that 
oŌen overlap within the same decade. 

 

- [Data-based performance 
indicators](hƩps://www.fronƟersin.org/journals/psychology/arƟcles/10.3389/fpsyg.2026.18227
11/full) allow models to idenƟfy periods of significant career shiŌs, though these assessments 
must be balanced against the human context of the small-press industry. 

- [AI fluency metrics](hƩps://finance.yahoo.com/technology/ai/arƟcles/ai-fluent-professionals-
us-secure-123000771.html) suggest that newer models are beƩer at synthesizing disparate 
career fragments into a cohesive whole, provided the prompt is constrained to documented 
historical facts. 

- [Technological integraƟon](hƩps://medium.com/@sitrakaforler/ai-broke-the-career-ladder-a-
technical-look-at-how-hr-actually-uses-machine-learning-cc3dbf316487) and the use of modern 
NLP allow these systems to provide more accurate longitudinal criƟques than early iteraƟons, 
which frequently struggled to disƟnguish between the various professional idenƟƟes he 
maintained. 

 

The evoluƟon of these criƟque tools reveals that AI is increasingly capable of parsing complex, 
non-linear careers, provided the analysis remains tethered to his documented bibliography 
rather than generic industry assumpƟons. 
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SH: 

The emphasis on Holstad’s prolific creaƟve output combined with his wriƩen 
work in defense, poliƟcal philosophy and geopoliƟcs is great but Holstad may be 
beƩer known for his literary criƟcism and scholarship as seen on Google Scholar 
(hƩps://scholar.google.com/citaƟons?hl=en&user=WR5U4_UAAAAJ), 
Academia.edu (hƩps://scoƩholstad.academia.edu/) and his ORCID research 
profile (orcid.org/0000-0001-9686-6471). Please provide an updated analysis in 
lights of these facts. Thank you. 

 

 

Yahoo AI: 

ScoƩ C. Holstad maintains an extensive research profile that spans well beyond his creaƟve 
work, establishing a documented career in literary criƟcism, academic scholarship, and 
specialized technical analysis. His [academic research 
idenƟty](hƩps://scholar.google.com/citaƟons?user=WR5U4_UAAAAJ&hl=en) is tracked across 
major bibliographical plaƞorms, reflecƟng a mulƟ-faceted career that includes posiƟons in 
English departments and contribuƟons to fields ranging from neuroscience to network 
standards. 

 

--- 

 

| Plaƞorm | EvaluaƟve Focus | Professional Scope | 

| :--- | :--- | :--- | 

| Google Scholar | [CitaƟons to 
scholarship](hƩps://scholar.google.com/citaƟons?user=WR5U4_UAAAAJ&hl=en) | Tracks his 
analyƟcal output, including literary studies and academic handbooks | 

| ORCID Profile | [Scholarly research record](hƩps://orcid.org/0000-0001-9686-6471) | 
Documents his contribuƟons as a mulƟ-disciplinary researcher and academic author | 

| Authors Guild | [Professional member profile](hƩps://go.authorsguild.org/members/6303) | 
Highlights his extensive career as an author with 75+ published books | 
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#### 꽎 Literary CriƟcism and Scholarship 

 

The scholarly side of Holstad’s career is defined by his deep engagement with twenƟeth-century 
poeƟcs, parƟcularly his work on Beat and postmodern literature. While he is oŌen recognized 
for his independent zine contribuƟons, his [academic literary 
criƟcism](hƩps://scholar.google.com/citaƟons?user=WR5U4_UAAAAJ&hl=en) includes peer-
reviewed notes on modern Irish literature and contemporary authors, demonstraƟng an 
analyƟcal rigor that parallels his more public-facing creaƟve wriƟng. His work as an [associate 
professor](hƩps://scholar.google.com/citaƟons?user=WR5U4_UAAAAJ&hl=en) (reƟred) has 
allowed him to build a bibliography that bridges the gap between underground creaƟve 
expression and formal academic inquiry. 

 

- [TwenƟeth century poeƟcs](hƩps://scoƩholstad.academia.edu/) remains a primary area of his 
scholarly focus, with specific experƟse in the nuances of postmodern and Beat literary 
tradiƟons. 

- [Academic handbook 
contribuƟons](hƩps://scholar.google.com/citaƟons?user=WR5U4_UAAAAJ&hl=en) underscore 
his versaƟlity, showcasing his ability to synthesize complex diagnosƟc and management topics 
for professional medical audiences. 

- [Bibliographical research history](hƩps://orcid.org/0000-0001-9686-6471) reveals a vast body 
of work spanning thousands of appearances in journals, textbooks, and anthologies globally. 

 

#### 꽎 Research VersaƟlity and Impact 

 

Beyond literature, Holstad’s research interests demonstrate an unusual breadth, touching on 
technical subjects like engineering, networking standards, and nuclear proliferaƟon. By 
maintaining an [ORCID research profile](hƩps://orcid.org/0000-0001-9686-6471), he ensures 
that his contribuƟons to fields like neurobiology and defense policy are properly archived and 
accessible alongside his humaniƟes-based scholarship. This dual-track approach—balancing 
creaƟve wriƟng with technical and geopoliƟcal research—forms the core of his career profile 
and disƟnguishes his body of work from that of tradiƟonal academic writers. 
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- [Defense policy research](hƩps://scoƩholstad.academia.edu/) via the Royal United Services 
InsƟtute demonstrates his ongoing involvement in high-level geopoliƟcal and security analysis. 

- [MulƟ-disciplinary output record](hƩps://www.wikidata.org/wiki/Q101075855) highlights his 
professional affiliaƟons with technical insƟtuƟons, including the InsƟtute of Electrical and 
Electronics Engineers and the American AssociaƟon for the Advancement of Science. 

- [Verified academic credenƟals](hƩps://go.authorsguild.org/members/6303) from insƟtuƟons 
like UCLA and the University of Michigan serve as the foundaƟon for his long-standing career as 
both a scholar and a creaƟve professional. 

 

The synthesis of his creaƟve, criƟcal, and technical work reveals a scholar who acƟvely defies 
convenƟonal academic silos by engaging with both the underground small-press world and the 
formal apparatus of peer-reviewed research. 

 

Ask a follow up 

Does scholarly citaƟon count accurately represent the impact of Holstad's creaƟve literary 
work? 

What are the common piƞalls when using AI to analyze academic and research-heavy profiles? 

Is there a measurable discrepancy between Holstad’s creaƟve output and his academic 
publicaƟon metrics? 

 

 

 

SH: What are the common piƞalls when using AI to analyze academic and 
research-heavy profiles? 
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Yahoo AI: 

UƟlizing AI to evaluate academic profiles frequently involves navigaƟng technical and ethical 
hurdles that can compromise the integrity of the analysis. Researchers must balance the speed 
of automaƟon with the risk of algorithmic inaccuracies that may distort a scholar's body of 
work. 

 

--- 

 

| PotenƟal Piƞall | Impact on Research | MiƟgaƟon Strategy | 

| :--- | :--- | :--- | 

| [False posiƟve 
accusaƟons](hƩps://www.tandfonline.com/doi/full/10.1080/0361526X.2024.2433256) occur 
when detecƟon soŌware incorrectly labels unique wriƟng styles as AI-generated | Can unfairly 
damage a researcher’s professional reputaƟon and standing | Maintain transparent records of 
the wriƟng and draŌing process | 

| [Hallucinated citaƟons](hƩps://www.ƟmeshighereducaƟon.com/campus/can-we-use-ai-
academic-wriƟng-it-depends) emerge when AI tools fabricate references that do not exist in 
reality | Threatens the accuracy of literature reviews and academic credibility | Verify all source 
material against peer-reviewed, paywalled databases | 

| [Algorithmic black boxes](hƩps://degreefromanywhere.com/ai-for-literature-reviews/) 
obscure why a system prioriƟzes specific papers over others in search results | Reduces the 
transparency essenƟal to the open nature of research | Use AI as a secondary discovery tool 
rather than a primary selector | 

 

#### 꽎 Epistemic and CogniƟve Challenges 

 

The reliance on generaƟve AI for profile and literature analysis can lead to significant epistemic 
detriment, where a scholar may develop an illusion of understanding without engaging deeply 
with the material. By offloading the synthesis of research to an automated system, researchers 
risk cogniƟve impairment, becoming habituated to AI-generated structures rather than 
developing their own analyƟcal rigor. This dependency can create an "epistemic blindsight," 
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prevenƟng the researcher from idenƟfying nuances or contradicƟons in their own work that a 
human author would otherwise catch. 

 

- [CogniƟve dulling effects](hƩps://www.mdpi.com/2304-6775/13/4/63) arise when extensive 
AI usage impairs a scholar's ability to engage criƟcally with complex procedures or ethics 
protocols. 

- [Data-rich topic bias](hƩps://www.ƟmeshighereducaƟon.com/campus/can-we-use-ai-
academic-wriƟng-it-depends) nudges research toward popular subjects where AI training data is 
abundant, potenƟally sidelining more niche but equally vital areas of inquiry. 

- [Academic indolence 
risks](hƩps://www.researchgate.net/publicaƟon/382324792_ArƟficial_Intelligence_and_Acade
mic_Research_Understanding_the_PotenƟal_and_the_Threats_to_Academic_WriƟng) manifest 
when scholars rely on AI to generate ideas, potenƟally weakening their command over the 
reasoning and reflecƟon required for original research. 

 

#### 꽎 InsƟtuƟonal and Integrity Concerns 

 

InsƟtuƟons currently face a "black box" problem where hidden ranking systems and proprietary 
algorithms determine which academic content is highlighted, oŌen favoring visibility over 
rigorous accuracy. When AI models prioriƟze linguisƟc paƩerns over factual correctness, they 
undermine the foundaƟonal requirement of academic research: that assumpƟons must be 
jusƟfied through rigorous, transparent data analysis. Misusing these tools to generate text or 
citaƟons can be classified as academic misconduct, leading to severe consequences such as data 
falsificaƟon charges or expulsion. 

 

- [InsƟtuƟonal policy gaps](hƩps://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/full/10.1002/tl.20624) create 
ambiguity regarding how AI can be integrated into academic workflows while sƟll upholding 
established standards of integrity. 

- [Contract cheaƟng concerns](hƩps://degreefromanywhere.com/ai-for-literature-reviews/) 
remain prevalent as universiƟes struggle to adapt their assessment methods to a landscape 
where AI tools are readily available. 
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- [Transparent 
declaraƟons](hƩps://www.tandfonline.com/doi/full/10.1080/0361526X.2024.2433256) 
regarding AI involvement are increasingly recommended as a way for scholars to remain 
accountable and miƟgate the risks of unwarranted accusaƟons. 

 

Maintaining a healthy skepƟcism is essenƟal when using AI for profile building; these tools 
should complement human decision-making and subject-maƩer experƟse rather than acƟng as 
a replacement for scholarly judgment. 


